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for the Candid Examiner. 
No. VI. 

Examiner observed—.4 rejoimer to the Edt- 

tor’s ** reply.” 

We have read and attentively considered what 
the editor has written in ‘* reply” to our num- 
bers. And though we are ready to reciprocate 
an acknowledgement of his candor, in the gen- 
eral ; we are not convinced by his arguments. 
Believing it possible to expose their fallacy, 
and sustain the ground: we have taken, we 
crave his patience, and that of his readers, 
while we prosecute a review ofthe whole. We 
shal! first consider what our editor has written 
in reply@o our observations upon the nature of 
sulvation. And we are fairly ‘* at issue” it 
seems, upon this question, is there any salva- 
tion from the punishment due to sin? It appear- 
edto us that the writer we were examining in 
attempting to prove the negative of this question 
confounded the ideas of incurring and actually 
suffering the penalty of the divine law. Butas 
our editor explains bis meaning, itis “© that if 
the penalty of the divine law is incurred, and 
that penalty is endless death, it surely will be 
inflicted.”” We have no materia! objection to 
accepting his explanation, and if the principle 
as explained be true. itis capable of distinct 
proot ; but whether he has offered any convin 
cing evidence on the subject we shall see here- 
after. Inexplaining what we considered the 
Means Of (hUse Passages Whicaspoak Of Our 
being rewarded according to our works we re- 
mnarked that it was not * being punished as we 
must have been without a mediator, but con- 
sisted in our being rewarded or punished, ac- 
cording to our having received or rejected the 
mediator.’ In reply to this our editor asks “if 
our being rewarded according to our works is 
not being paotished what is it?” The genile- 
snan certainly knows that we believed it to im- 
ply the punishment of the finally impenitent— 
and that our observation is in po wise against 
punishment in our view of it. Why then does 
he ask this question? But he thinks ** being 
punished according to our deeds, by no means 
supercedes the necessity of a mediator.” it 
the enquiry is, wheiher it isany part of tie 
work of the mediator to save from deserved pun- 
ishment—this we shall see hereafter. He pro- 
ceeds, ‘‘ the force ofthe argument under con- 
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sideration appears to preclude all punishment 
for sin, save for the sin of rejecting the -medi- 
ator.” We will explain our views of this sub- 
ject alittle more at leogth, That all sens wn- 
repented of, will be punished in a future state 
we do not doubt. This impenitence and infidel- 
ity, is in fact, a rejecting of the remedy provi- 
ded, and it will be for this reason that all the 
sins of the impenitent will finally stand against 
them—so we may properly say, i: is for rejec- 
ting the mediator, that sinners will be finally 
punished. But he adds, ‘they who never heard 
of a mediator cannot be justly punished for re- 
jecting bim.”’ 
mediator, it wi'l doubtless ** be accepted of 
them according to what they have, and not ac- 
cording to what they have not. It must be 
through the meciator that they are accepted on 
the improvement of their talent, for ** none co- 
meth to the father but by him,” he is emphat- 
ically *‘ the way.” But if they abuse the light 
they have, the improvement of which would be 
accepted through Christ,— this is, in some sense 
rejecting the mediator and they are justly pun- 
ished in proportion to the light they have sin- 
ned against. But ‘scripture supports that there 
is punishment for other sins as well as for this.”’ 
He here introduces Heb. 2.23, on which he 
remarks, “ every transgression receives a just 
recompense, but severer punishment awaits 
those who add to their other sins that of re- 
jecting a mediator.” Bow strangely has he 
misapplied this passage ! Ihe apostie is speak~ 
ing of such sins under the law as had no pro- 
Vision of an atonementmade for them, but the 
sinner must be cut off without remedy. And 
‘their receiving a ‘* just recompense of reward,’ 
implies that kind of punishment which the law 
prescribed. Now these sias under the law, 
are analagous to the sin under the gospel of 
rejecting a mediator.—Oa this parallel de- 
pends the whole force of the Apostle’s argu- 
ment ; which ts indeed materially in our favor, 
instead of being any thing against us! some of 
the preceding observations are rathera digres- 
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| sica from the subject tn dispute, they have been 


occasioned by the editor’s strictures upon an 


_ observation of ours which was merely explana- 


tory and not designed az argument. We shall 
now returnto the question ‘at issue,” and 
shall ia the first place consider what ouf editor 
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has saidin answer to our objections. We 
thonght thatthe wriler had contradicted his 
main priaciple in bis similes, but the editor says 
**he asserts salvation only from that punish. 
ment consequent on our remaining sinners.” 
But what kind of salvation would that be?) on 
his hypothesis we were never in danger ot 
** remaining sinners.”’ Of course we were nev- 
erin danger of ihe ‘ punishment consequent 
upon’? it—this then is a salvation from what we 
were never exposed to-—-or a salvation from 
nothing! Must not this salvation be peculiar 
to universalism ? Surely wecan find salvation 
where there is no danger, no where else but 
inthis system! ! Bat the dilemma inio which 
we thonelt the gertleman has cost bimself, the 
editer,for some reason, has entirely overlooked. 
Hie remarked as tollows, * there ts no salvation 
bata salvation fromsin, and when we are sa- 
ved from this we are saved from all punishment 
all distress. and evil of every kind’? On this 
we observed ** it identifies the dime of salvation 
from sin, punishment, distress, and evil of eve- 
ry kind” Now this goes to say that we mey 
be saved from distress and evil of every kind, 
now in this life, which is contrary to fact, or 
that ‘here ts no present salvatron from sta which 
is contraryto scripture. If he can put his 
friend in a way to escape this dilemma he will 
do bin an essential service. But be proceeds 
to make the following o! jection to our doctrine, 
**ifsiuners are punished their 
gins committed tn this world, how and when will 
they be panished for the sias they commit du- 
ring this eternity of punishment ?” li we were 
to answer we cannot tell, it would is 
affect oursystem. For the scriptures have 
given us no information with regard to sins 
committed after deathb.—The doctrine of eter- 
nal punishment for sins committed in this life is 
a matter of revelation, and as such we recei.e 
it, but as tosins committed in another state we 
know nothing of them. Hemight as well ask 
if the righteous were endlessly rewarded for 
their righteousness ir this world, how and when 
will they be rewarded tor their righteousness 
during thateternity of bappiness? Or we 
mizht retort his argument thos, if the sinner is 
punished a limited time, after his transgression, 
when will he be punished for the sins he com- 
mits daring this lameted punishinent ? If it be 
answered, at some time still sabsequent ; we 
might then repeat the same enquiry ; where is 
he to be punished for the sins he commits du- 
ving this time of punishment also? and so on 
ad infinitum! Bat should it be said, that 
when he begins to receive his punishment be 
ceases to sin, this will apply as well to our sys- 
tein as to his, and as effectually relieve it from 
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Jusily suffer for her sins, Nitringa, “* A 


his objection as it will his from the same objec- 


-  . t 
tion retorted. Wecomenext to his reply to 


our objection founded en the doctrine ot par- 

don. ‘Ve urced that* the twe ideas of endu- 

ring all the punishment due to sin’ and the for- 

civeness of sin. were totally imeconsistent with 
; 


fo this he replies, ** Observer 
der to give bis arzuments 
eli tent worth. that punishment satistie s the 
divine law of God, and thatit can be an ample 


I satisfaction for obedience.’ In 


must first prove, ino 


nostiiute amd s 
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answer to this we ovpserve, if hy punishment 
Lye me’? an mote substilute and satisfaction for 


obedience.’ he meant that it answers the same 


ends tn every respect if ts by no means neces- 
! 


iry to prove this ** ia ercerto give our arcn- 
ments efficient weight.’ All that is mecessary 
for us fo make out ts, that the punisi ment i 
flicted, 16 all that. the justice of God and his law 
require ; and this our editor will not deny. 


hen according to ony view we 


have of 48s 
tice, the sinner is exonerated of coffee, on the 
} ’ 


cround of Justice ; and to taik of his being par- 


t 
doned would he a solecism. To us this; ppears 
so plain that it requires no argument to preve 
it—1i commends itself to the common sense of 
ok with astonish- 
mentat the very extraordinary 
examiner makes to get rid of it. 


scripture to prove bis doctrine ; ** Isa. says 


mankind : and we can but | 
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(chap. 40. 2.) speak ve comfortable to Jern 
lem, and cry unto her, that her warfare ts ac- 
comphshed, that her mig pardoned; for 


she hath received of the Lord’s haad double for 


uty is 


all ber sins.”’ But if this passage 
plied, if proves too much. 
puntshed the Jews double what t 
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which would not ouly an upjust, but 


would be contrary to the 
(chap 9. 13) which was thet God had pant-hed 
ihem dess than their iniquities deserved ! \s 
to the above passage Bishop Lowth comparing 
towith 46. 7. Job 42 (which 
see) translates it thus,“ speak ye comforting 
words to 
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Jerusalem, and declare unto her. that 
her wartare is fulfilled: that the 
her miguity is accepted ; Tha 
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the punisiment of all hersins.”” Vatabulus has 
it’s the Lord will confer upon hermany bene- 
Moa , ’ ’ : 

fis instead of the punishinent which she might 
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nortion of his blessings.” See also Dr. Clarke 
on the place. 
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© Genueman is arc ly odended with our 


third objection, that* it makes salvation depeud 

on onr own sufferisgs—consequently could not 
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be of grace.’ Concerning the wanner in which 

we supposed the universalist would bring forth 
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the head stone of his spiritual building, he 
‘* suggests to Observer that it may not be com- 
mendable in him to bear false witness against 
his neighbor though it be done in jest,” We 
did not coasider ourselves as bearing witness in 
the case. Whatwe said was an inference from 
the doctrine opposed. Ii it be not fairly drawn 
he should have made it appear instead of accu- 
singus of * bearing false witness,’’ &c.—Again 
he says, ‘* he is apprised that we do not hold 
that punishment is rewarded with eternal life.” 
Nor have we said you did,sir. We stated that 
‘ait makes salvatioa depend on our own suffer- 
ings,’ &c. Thatis,as the grounds. Endu- 
ring a'l the punishment due to sin, 1s the le- 
gal grounds, as well as the salutary means of 
salvation ; and as such, cannot be regarded as 
an object of terror bat must be very desirable. 
It still appears to us that en this system, there 
can be no grace at all in the sinners being ex- 
onerated ; and whatever may be his song, it 
will not be ** grace !”’ In concluding this num- 
ber we would notice that no reply has been gi- 
ven to our first objection, This was founded on 
several passages of scripture. Inthese passa- 
ges we fouod asserted * salvation from perish- 
ing the curse of the law—wrath—and condemna- 
tion.’ Now as these expressions denote pun- 
ishment, we thought they concluded fairly in 
favor of salvation from the punishment of sino. 
‘Ve now resume our conclusion, and shall pre- 
sume it legitimate until it is shown to be other- 
wise. And ifour examiner willcondescend to 
notice it we will trouble him with another pas- 
sage andsome remirks. It is Ps. 103, 10, 12 
** He hath not deait with us after our sins ; nor 
rewarded us according to our iniquities. For 
us the heaven is high above the earth, so great 
is his mercy toward them that fear him. As 
far as the east is from the west, so far hath he 
removed our transgressions fromus.”’ In the 
fist place the psalmist expressly asserts that 
they had not been ‘rewarded according to their 
iniquities.”’ Tuis is directly to our purpose. His 
views of the holiness of God, and of the turpi- 
tude of sin, were such that he saw that if God 
had have rewarded them according to their ini- 
quitres, they would have been utterly destroy- 
ed. In this he lays down a general principle, 
he speaks the language of the chuech in every 
age, Allwhoare divinely enlightened have 
the same correct views of the dreadful evil na- 
ture, and destructive consequences of sin. In 
the second place, as a proof of his frst position 
he adds ** as the heaven is high above the earth 
so great is his mercy toward them that ‘ear 
him.” Se far was he from supposing that God’s 
mercy required that he should * reward all ac- 
cording to their iniquifes,” that he brings itas a 
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proof of the contrary ! and/finally ** he has sep- 
erated our sins from us.’’?’ How? Inthe way 
of punishing them according to their iniquities? 
no, in not punishing them, but mercifully for- 
giving them. This is the way of haman sal. 
vation—bnt how unlike the system we oppose! 


| —Our conclusion is, that if we are ever saved, 
_we must be saved froin the punishment of sin,and 


not by means of it or tw consequence of tit!!! 


OBSERVER. 


REPLY. 
Observerstill perseveres in the sentiment 
that there is no punishment for any sin, save 
for the sin of rejecting the mediator ; and his 


explanation of this point in bis belief, does not 
| to our perception remove our objections. It 


plainly appears that there are other sins which 
are rewarded or punished according to their 
demerit as well as this. David was punished 
for the murder of Uriah. In this instance pun- 
ishment was inflicted for murder, and in no res- 
pect for rejecting the mediator, There are ve- 
ry @any examples of similar kind, which will 
realily occur to the memory ofevery reader. 
Our application of Heb. 2. 2, 3. does not,in our 
view,contradict Observer's observations upon it. 
That passage was quoted to prove that other 
sins beside that of rejecting a mediator, ‘ re 
ceived a just recompense of reward ;” and 
this idea is manifest in Observers more partic- 
ular explanation of the passage. He says ‘‘the 
apostle was speaking of such sins under the 
law as had no prevision of atonement for them, 
but thesinner mustbe cut off without remedy.” 
Now it must appear plainto every one, that 
there were sins recognized by the law, which 
‘‘received a just recompense of reward,’ which 
did not respect the sin of rejecting the mediator. 
The commandments ** Thou shalt not kili— 
thou shalt not steal,’ recognized sins to which 
punishment was annext, and those who were 
guilty of breaking them, were punished for 
these particular sins, and not for rejecting .a 
mediator. 

The observations of Observer on our expla- 
nation ofthe idea conveyed in the similes intro- 
duced by the writer he first attempted to retute, 
do really display a kind ofingenuity. Howev- 
er, it would have been more pleasant had it not 
been displayed at the expense of good sense. 
He says on the hypothesis of universalists “we 
were never in danger of ** remiiniag sinners.” 
Of course we were never in danger of * the 
punishment consequent upon” it—this then is 
a salvation from what we were never expose: 
to—or a salvation fram nothing!” Univer- 
salists believe that ‘ Jesusshall save his peo- 
ple from their sins.”” Now does it consequent- 
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ly follow because Jesus wi'l finally save all his 
people from their sins that it is a ‘salvation from 
nothing,” and that they “* were never in dan- 
ger of remaining sinners ? Observation tea- 
ches that the children of men are einners—rea- 
son teaches that there is danger of their still 
remaining sinners, but if Jesus shall finally save 
all his people from their sins, Observer thinks 
itis a salvation from netbing. We are surpri 
sedthat he has such a diminutive opinion of 
this great and glorious salvation as to consider 
it nothing. If God had not interposed in be- 
half of sinful men, and sent his son who shal! 
save his people from their sins, to save the 
world, the world would have remained unsaved 
and sinjul; Therefore we believe, (the opinion 
of Observer to the contrary notwithstanding) 
that the salvation of the world is something. 
With regard to the ** dilemma” into which 
the writer, Observer hus assvyed to refute, 1s 
supposed to have cast himself, we observe, we 
cannot perceive that he is in any dilemma only 
in the imagination of Observer, who notwith- 
standiaz his acute perception, is not able to per- 
ceive that he himself is in the same condition 
as the writerover whom he triumphs. The 
followings 1s his language *‘complete salvatzon im- 
plies deliverance from all the consequences of 
sia, and the enjoyment of a perfect state of 
happiness." This complete salvation is the 
same kind of salvation which was evidently de 
signed aud ts phunty communicated in the sen- 
tence to which Observer has su seriously ob- 
jected ; and we donot see that the wriler tw 
the sentence which is theught to have cast him 


into such a dilemma, has identifiec the time of 


this complete salvation so as to preclude the 
idea of a present salvation, to distinction from 
this, any more than Observer ‘To our ques 
tion, ‘ if sinners are putitshed endlessly for their 
sins committed in this world, how and when 
will they be punished for the sins they com- 
mit duriag this eternity of punishaient,’ Obser- 
ver introdaces, the following observation, 
** The doctrine of eternal pun‘shment for sins 
committed in this lif2, is a matter of revelation, 
and as such we receive it. but as to sins com- 


mitted in another state we know nothing of 
‘The statement that * eternal puoi-h- | 


them.” 
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ment for sins committed ip this life is a matter | 


of revelation.” is easier asserted than proved, 
and as the scriptures speak of puoishment only 
for sinneis and never tor holy beings, it would 
be as easy to prove that sin extends into «no- 
thar state and through eternity, as that: punish- 
ment does. Observer and all others who be- 
lieve im endless pucistiment for sins commiiied 
in this life, must acknowledge, either that an 
eteruity of meutal sin aud alienation go unpun- 
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ished or that an eternity of punishment, is ine 
flicted on beings after they have become per- 
fectly holy. Either of these suppositions would 
be the grossest absurdity which 1s sufficient of 
itselfto explode the doctriue of endless punish- 
ment forsins committed in this life. The 
three supposilions which our opponent has 
broveht forward to retort this argument back 
upon os, are altogether vain. Neither of them 
have any bearing against the doctrine of uni- 
versalists ; they only serve to manifest the dif- 
ficuliy under which the system of Observer ts 
struggling. Observer will perceive that he has 
failed to involve our doctrine inthe same dif- 
ficulty of his own, when he ts informed that 
neither of his suppositions contain the doctrine 
of universalists on punishment.  Universalists 
do not believe, that “the righteous are end- 
lessly rewarded for their righteousness in this 
world ;” neither do they velieve in precise a- 
lotments of time to punish men for particular 
periods oftheir committing sins; neither do 
they helhteve in the manitest absurdity ‘* that 
wihea he Degins io receive his punishment he 
ceases to sin.’’ But universalists believe as we 
have stated before, that sin and misery are in- 
separably connected as cause and effect, and 
that God is not governed by any rules of ar- 
bitrary jurisprudence in the punishments he 
inflicts, which might sometimes clash with his 
will and mercy, but is dictated by his goodness 
and wisdom, according to the circumstances of 
the case. 

We now proceed to onr opponent’s objec- 
tions to our views of pardon. We thonght it 
necessary in order for him to support his posi- 
tion against us, and give his argument efficient 
weight, to prove ‘that punishment. satisfies 
the divine law, and that it ean be an ample sub- 
s' tite and satisfaction for obedience.’ for if 
punishment is not equivalent to ebedience to 
answerthe demand of the law, then a= sinner 
needs forgiveness, notwithstanding bis punish. 
ment. Sut Observer thinks it is pot necessa- 
ry to prove, * thatit answers the same ends in 
every respect,” but states, ** All that is neceg- 
sary for usto make out is. that the punishment 
inflicted is all that the justice of God aud his 
law require ; aud this our editor will not deny.’ 
It is strange that Observer should state this 
when we have so positively denied it, and areu- 
ed the subject in a paragraph of nearly two pa- 
ges. Did we not prove as plain as ‘scriy ture 
can prove any point whatever, that the jostice 
of God and his law require something more 
than punishment—that the justice of God and 
his law require obedience and holiness—love 
to God and loveto men. The candor of Ob- 


server would have shone more conspicuous 
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had he attempted a refutation of this part of our 
reply, instead of waving it by calling it an ‘“‘ex- 
traordinary effort.”” Batif he thought him- 
self insufficient to the task of refuting what 
scripture so plainly supports, he would have 
appeared more consistent to have yielded the 


point instead of stating we ‘ will not deny” | 


what we have denied, and we think plainly re- 
juted. Observer thinks it not necessary to 
prove that punisument ‘* answers the same ends 
in every respect” as obedience, yet he sup- 
ports that * ponishment inflicted is all that the 


justice of God and his law require.” But if 


punishment is all thatthe justice and law of 
God require, we do net see but it answers the 
law ‘in every respect,” and if ponishment is 
allthelaw requires it cannot require chedience. 
But what saith the law ? ** Thou shalt love the 
Lord thy God—ane thy neighbor as thyself.” 
ltappears by this that the law of God does re- 
quire something beside punishment. It re- 
quires leve. Christ came to fulfil the law, and 
not one jut or tittle shall fail ull all be fulfilled. 
Observer believes that salvation through Christ 
is salvation from punishment, which * 's all that 
the justice of God and bis law require.”” Well 
for instance Christ should fulfil the law by sa- 
ving his people from punishment and not from 
sin and disobedience, would this be a ‘* salva- 
tion peculiar to universalism,” 
the system of Observer. ‘The fact is punishment 
cannot be an ample substitute for obedience, so 
itcannot pay the debt of love and obedience 
which sinners owe to God, neither can future 
obedience satisfy for past disobedience ; for as 
men cannot domore than their duty by perfect 
obedience, so itcannot cancel or diminish a 
previous debt accumulated by former trans- 
gression. Therefore if this debt of obedience, 
which cannotebe paid as the time its lost in 
with 
For instance a son who 
by the laws of nature and the laws of the land, 
is bound to obey and serve his father, should 
for years desert the service of his father and 
indalge in all acts of disobedience against him ; 
and should this son be punished according to 
the demerit of his actions, would this punish- 
ment indemnify the father for the loss he 
tained by the lack of his son’s services during 
the days of his prodigality ? According to thts 
illustration, if punishment fully paves the debt 
ofservice and obedience which sinners have 
failed to render to God, thento siy he is for- 
given this debt. would be a soleersin, but not 
without. Observer must, to render his objec- 
tion availing ag vinst us,show that punishment 
is equal to obedieuce for pi aying the demands 
of the law. 


it must be forgiven. 
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These learned genilemen’s translation of Isa. 
40, 2. is so manifest a perversion, that but ve- 
ry little may be saidto make it apparent. By 
adding words not found in the original text, and 
by altering the ¢ense of the verb, they have en- 
deavored to shield their belotéd doctrine from 
the deluge with which this passage sweeps it. 
In the original received text the verb isin the 
vast tense as in our present translation hath re- 
ceived of the Lord’s hands and not shall reccive, 
&c. Although we are disposed to pay due def- 
erence to the erudition of those gentlemen ; 
yet we don’t think it enables them to to turn a 
verb of the past tense into the future tense in 
those scriptures which militate against a doc- 
trine they are disposed to defend. The ex- 
pression double for all her sins, is easily accoun- 
ted for and understood, when we make that al- 
lowance which sincerity would dictate us to 
make for the hyperbolical method of expres- 
sion, which is discoverable in certain expres- 
But as it is a fact that 
the verb we have noticed, is in the past tense, 
Observer’s controversy concerning the word 
double, is with the prophet and not with us. 

That objection to which Observer says we 
have given no reply, we think is embraced in 
our examiaation. The passage, ** Christ hath 
redeemece us from the corse of the law being 

made acurse for us.”’ and the other passages 
which Observer has connected with this, we 
think are safficiently embrace din our answer 
to his questions found on the 129 page. In or- 
der to prove that God does not punish men ac- 
cording to their sins, Observer introduces Psa. 
103.10, 12. If bis explanation on this passage, 
is correct, there is a plain contradiction in the 
scriptures. ‘This single passage should not be 
so coustrued as to make it contradictso many 
plain deciarations of scripture, that God does 
reward every man according to their works.--— 
‘* Shall not he render to every man_ according 
to his works;” Prov. 2, 4. 12. “Por the 
work of a man shall he render unto him, and 
cause every man to find accerding to his ways” 
Job-24. 11. ‘I the Lord search the heart, I 
try the reigns, even to give every man accord- 
ing to his ways, and according to the fruit, of 
his doings” Jer. 17.19. Who will render 
to every man according to his deeds.’’ Rom. 
2.6. Now bow can the passage, “ He hath 
not dealt with as after our sins ; nor rewarded 
us according to our iniquities, be explained, so 
that it may not contradict the above passages 
which so plainly teach that God ‘ will render 
to every man according to his deeds.’’ As an 
illustration of Psa. 103. 10. which may not 
contradict those other scriptures, we subjoin 
the following remarks of another. ‘Look at 
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Answer a fool according to his folly, lest he ve 
wise in his own conceit.”” Here is a contra- 
diction in words, but not in meaning. If you 
return a fool an answer as foolish as his ques- 
tion. you then are like him, which you ought 
not to be ; but you ought to return an answer 
which for wisdom corresponds with what the 
folly of his question requires, that he may not 
remain vain. If our heav enly Father acted to- 
ward us accordingly as we act, he would then 
be like us, as expresse: din the first verse of the 
passage quoted from Proverbs. But acting 
from a principle of perfect wisdom, holiness, 
and goodness, he measures his dealings towards 
us as our conduct and situation require, in which 
case his dealings correspond with what is rec- 
ommended in the last verse of the before men- 
tioned quotation.”’ This illustration divests the 
scriptures of those contradictions with which 
the system of Observer involves them. Scrip- 


ture contains the doctrine of pardon, and also of 


just punishment for sin. See Exodus 4. 3, 7 
** And the Lord passed by before him, and pro- 
claimed, The Lord, The Lord God, merciful 
and gracious, long-suffering, and abundant in 
coodness and truth, keeping mercy for thoue 
sands, forgiving iniquity, and transgression 
and sin, and that will by no means clear the 
guilty.” Here, the same God that forgiveth 
iniquity, transgression and sin well by no means 
— the guilty. Again, 2 Chron. 6. 30. 
‘Then hear thon from heaven thy dwelling 
ollie, and forgive, and render yew o every man 
according unto all his ways, whose heart thou 
knowest, for thou only knowest the hearts ot 
the children ofmen.” In this place Soiomon 
pray ed that the Lord might forgive, and 
that he might render unto every man according 
io all his weys. Much more might be added to 
establish oor views of pardon, and to prove that 
Observers views of this doctrine are exception- 
able, but having proceeded o greater length “ro an 
we designed when we commenced this artic! 
we shall submit the subject to our readers as it 
now stands. 


‘* Star of the South.” 


A paper bearing this name has lately been 
commenced in Miulledgevile Georgia. From 
the specimen we have of this paper in the first 
number, we have a reasonable hope that the 
‘ Srar or THe Sovrn,” may shed much light 
in dark places. The following is extracted 
from the ** Svar.” 

That the doctrine of every system of 
christian divinity, except the doctrine of | 





el Is a) 


Prov. 26.5, 6. ‘* Answer nota fool according | | Universalism, ts calcul —aP to watedive man- 
to bis folly, lest thou also be like unto him.— | kind miserable in lite, 
any believe that hele eti 
| not secured by the unchange 


is evident :—For if 


ernal happiness is 


sable decree of 


. God, but depends in any measure upon 


eamanadees. they have, as they know, 4 
theusand chances to miss of Heaven, for 
one of obtaining it; and thercforesmust be 
unhappy—but if they believe, that the de- 


cree of election and repr obation has already 


decided on their eternal destiny, they m ust 
fear that they are of the number of the re- 


jected, and consigued to everlasting burn- 


Ing; a and they must be miserable. ‘To ease 


the pains of the livi ing—to shed a St: r-light 


| ray on the path of mortal life—to sustain 


| time when allearthly 
, it lingers on the brink of an untried 


the depressed and desponding soul, at the 
sources fail; when 
scene, 


and fears to go—te point it to an asylum 


| of everlasting repose, in the paradise above, 


is the design of the Editor of this publica- 
tion, by leading his readers to the sight of 
a God of all w bial ofall power, and of 
all love, the father of all. Aud he can sen- 
timentally say with Terence, Homo sum, 
et humani a me nil alienum puto—I ama 


_man,and nothing which relates to man can 


| God. 


| which are given of Him in the 


be foreign to my bosom. 

And why de ar reader, should we believe 
a doctrine which makes man so miserable 
in life, without producing any good in any 
way. Itis a doctrine invented and pro- 
wie patel by Popish craft, and power, to 
make men willin; r slaves ; a doctrine foun- 
ded inthe parincigles of tyranny, the belief 
of which, arises from ignorance and fear. 


Can we reconcile the Theological part of 


character of 
descriptions 
scripture, 
providence? No, 
we believe that a 


ctrine of the 
consolatorv 


the common do 
with those 


and in iis works and 
we cannot. How can 


| God who * was in Christ reconciling the 


—— 


i} per suasive, and suffering 


Id weeny | lal 


»y all the humiliating, 
acts imag nable, 
would consign the preater part of them to 
eternal torments, because they fail to do 
their duty, because they were in the bon- 
dage of corru; ption ?—we cannot. 

How can we believe that a God who cre- 
ated this mighty globe, and all! on celes- 
tiat worlds on high, which we see and ad- 
mire for their grandeur and beauty, and 


wor 


millions more which glow in splet dor be- 
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yond our sight, and who sustains end reg- 
ulates them all with divine precision,would 
make any partof bis creatures eternally 
miserable, when theirmisery could do Him 
no good, nor thetmscives either ? 

Again, how can we believe, that a God 
who has so uniformly blessed all the ciul- 
dren of men in his tender and parental care 
—with all the comforts of human Iife, 
would ever change in his feelings to them, 
an! become their eternal enemy ?—we can- 
not have so unworthy opinion of tae God 
of love. 

Again, as Addison very properly re- 
marks, “ How can it enter into the thoughts 
of man, that the soul, which is capable of 
inmense perfections, and of receiving new 
Improvenients to all eternity, shall full a- 
way into nothing, (and we will add, into 
hellfire and eternal torments, where its ex- 
istence, must be worse than no existence,) 
created? Are 
such alnbittes made for no purpose? 


Can he delight in the production of such 
inl 


2imost aS SOON aS 32 IS 


! tsp 1 13 . Vea | 
abortive latelligence, such short-lived reae | 


sonable beings? Would he give us talents 
that are never to be gratified 2? How can 
we find that wisdom which shines through 


f 
} 
{ 
{ 


OS 


all his works, in the formation of man, | 
without looking on this world as only a nure | 


sery for the next, without believing that the 
several generations of rational creatures 
which rise up and disappear in quick suc- 
cession, are only to receive their first rudi- 
ments of existence here, and afterward to 
be transplanted into a more friendly cli- 
mate, where they may flourish to all eter- 
nity,’ and be made capable of sustaining 
an cternal weight of glory, and of shining 
as the stars, forever and ever? Oh! my 
Gcod, far be it that any should entertain 
sich unworthy thoughts of Thee ; so full 
of misery ; so unproductive of love as to 
believe that Thou hast prepared a Hell to 
burn any of these noble souls, the work- 
manship of thy divine hands. And thank 
God, that the most of people cannot have 
so unworthy a belief of Him; but they do 
hope on His love, lean on His power, and 
adore his wisdom. 





From the Gospel Herald. 
WHAT IS GOD'S JUSTICE ? 
We are continually told that God ie just.— 
We rejoice in this truth, But we are told this, 


when we speak of God’s goodness, of his pur- 
pose to destroy sin, and tosave mankind. ‘T his 
glorious consummation is denied, because, say 
they, God is just. 1s jastice opposed to the 
destruction of sin, and the salvation of the sin- 
ner? The man who answers this in the afhr- 
mative. destroys his own hope. It is futile to 
talk o! conditions, on the performance of which, 
God can be justin saving man, God's justice 
is independent of man’s help. Although we 
read that ‘* God is just, and the justifier of bim 
that believeth in Jesus,’ we read only a con 
firmation of the truth, that a Just God will nev- 
er justify or approve of that unbelief in, and 
rejection of, his Son, which makes the sinner 
miserable. Therefore, be will save all from 
the sin of unbelief, and then the greatest stn- 
ner will learn that God's justice eventuates in 
the good of man. 

We propose to all who contend that God’s 
jastice will prevent the saivation of mna, or 
consign the sinner to endless misery, to define 
the term justice ; first defining the term cruel- 
ty. We caution all, not to mistake the justice 
of God, and the cruelty of devils, and consider 
themto be one and the same. Strange as it 
may appear to blind man, the slave to a preten- 
ded orthodoxy, it is nevertheless an immutable 
trath that goodness and justice are as pearly al- 
lied as loveand mercy; and a being cannot be 
cood. without being just, nor just untess he be 
mercilul ; nor immutable, except his mercy en- 
dureth forever. 





A begging clergyman, claiming some distant 


' covsinship with Madam Deesing, called on her 


one morning, and afier a formal preamble, in 
which the missionary plains were extoled to the 
skies, he began to intimate in a more direct 
manner, what people of wealth, and especially, 
rich widows, ought to do, forthe perishing im- 
mortal souls of the heathen. ‘ Oh,” satd the 
young priest, sighing, “1/1 possessed the wor id 
[would give it all for the salvation of such 
So dear are they to my heart 
that Lam willing to spend and be i@nt forthe 
poor perishing heathen.” Do witch, witha 
celestial smile on ber countellaaaam e venera- 
ble lady replied, Sir, [suppas le souls of the 
heathen are as dear and as precious to God as 
they are to you ; and since God has the power 
and the means of saving them, | conclude He 
has a disposition to do as well as you would, if 
you had the same means: Are not those dear 
people inas safe hands now, as they would be 


in yours ?”’ There was so much inspiration in 


precious souls. 









| her remarks, that the voung clergyman was si- 
lent, ll the subject of conversation was chan- 


ged. CHRISTIAN INTEL. 
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THE GOD OF NATURE. / 
Lift your view to that immense arch of hea- 
ven which encompasses you above. Behold the 


sun in all his splendor rolling over your head\ 


by day ; and the moon, by night, in mild ana 
serene majesty surrounded with that host of 
stars which presentto your imagination an in- 
numerable multitude of worlds, Listen to the 
yoice of thunder.—Listen to the roar of the 


that fll the earth which you inhabit. Contem- 


} 
plate a powerful and steady hand, bringing | 
round spring and summer, autumn and winter, j 
| That superstion is the parent of real crime, 
| we have innumerable examples. The follow- 
numerable inhabitants, pouring forth cormforts i 


in regular course ; decorating this earth with 
innumerable beauties, diversifying it with in- 


on all that live; and atthe same time, overaw- 
ing the nations with the vielence of the ele- 
ments, when it pleases the Creator to let them 
forth. 

After you have viewed yourselves as 
surrounded with such a scene of won- 
ders—afier you have beheld on every hand. 
such an astonishing display of majesty, united 
with wisdom and goodness—are you not sel- 
zed with solemn and serious awe? Is there 
not something which whispers yon within. that 
to this great creator reverence and hoaiage are 
due by all the rational beings whom he, 
made ? Admitted to be spectators of his works, | 
placed in the midst of so many great aod inter- 
esting odjects, can you believe that you were | 
brought hither for no purpose but to immerse 


yourself in gross and brutal, or, at best, in tri- | 


fling pleasures ; lost to all sense of the won- 
ders you behold ; lost to allreverence of God 
who gave you being, and who has erected this 
emazing fabric of nature, on which you look on- 
ly with stupid and unmeaning eyes ?--No: fet 
the scenes which you behold prompt corres- 
pondent feelings. Let them awaken you from 
the degrading intoxication of licentiousaess, in- 


to nobler emotions. Every object which you | 


view in nature, whether great or small, serves 
to instruct you. The star and the insect, the 
fiery m and the flower of spring, the ver- 
dant field amd the lofty mountain, all exhibit a 
Supreme power, before which you ought to 


tremble and adore ; all preach the doctrine, | 


all inspire the spirit of devotion and reverence. 
Regarding, then, the work of the Lord, let 


rising emotions ofawe and gratitude call forth | 


from your souls such sentiments as these :-—- 


** Lord, wherever | am, and whatever I enjoy. | 
t. 0) 
may ! never forget thee, as the author of na- | 


ture ! May I never forget that I am thy creature 
and thy subject! In this magnificent temple of 
the universe, where theu hast placed me, may 
Tever be thy faithful worshipper, and may the 








| 





| reverence anc the fear of God be the first sen- 


timents of my heart. BLAIR. 





Not long since, a young lady called at Mr. 
T’s, Store in the village of Lowville, in order 
| to purchase some School books, and among o- 


| thers inquired if he had any Geographys, upon 
| which Mr. T. informed ber that he had Morse’s 
| Universal Geography. At hearing these words 
tempest and theocean. Survey the wonders | 


she seemed almost frightened out of her sen- 
ses, and, sighing, exclaimed,--‘* O° give me na 


» 99 


Universal books! 





ing fact will serve for an illustration. —A_ cer- 


} tain bishop while officiating at the altar, and 


who was reputed a saint, was knocked down, 


| with the pious intention of converting him from 


asainttoamartyr. This eccurredin England 
in the twelith centurr. Gospel Ad», 


SPRING. 


By Wiltam Ray 





| Look through creation and behold 


The wenders of Almighty pow’r ; 
Eternal wisdom’s works unfold 

In every leaf—in ev'ry flower ; 
There is a God, all good, all wise, 
The very meanest insect cries, 


Seasons revolving io their spheres, 
A thousand rural beauties bring ; 
3ut loveliest of the group appears 
The green dress’d beauty, charming spring , 
The music of whose morning voice 
Bids all the sons of earth rejoice. 


Winter 1s death—-when nature mourns 

To see her offspring lifeless lie ; 
Summer and autumn weep, by turns, 

To see their children droop and die ; 
But spring revives their hopes again, 
And breathes nev life through ev’ry vein, 


How emblematic of that day, 
The glorious resurrection morn, 
When deck’d in brighter robes than May, 
In robes that angel hosts adorn, 
The soul redeem’d shall burst its tomb, 
And in immortal glory bloom. 


comes. 
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